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A _.Lracl oi land sold for taxes April 1, 1941,
and w3 b1d/in for the 3tate. The sheriff for some
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Hay the tax enllector accept Lae anney a8
tonderod and issue redemptisn receipt? “jould the
vayoent of the tax and tae issuanoe o the roadempe
tlon receipnt put title back into the origipnal 2wper’”

In oux opinton Wo. O=423, written by issistant
attorney Ceneral Glenn i. Lewis, and apnroved by First
Assistant Attorney Teneral W, ¥, Moores (afterwardés Chief
Justice of the Suprems Court of Texas), we held in part
as follows:

'R-daﬁption under Articls 7283, Zivil 3tatutes,
ney be had as a matter of right if oxsroised within
two years aftor the purchasert?s deed iz filed for
racord.

*Article 7284 of the Revised Civil :Ztatutes
allows redemption a3 a mattor of rizat only if exer-
cised within two years frox the date of sale,

»Artiole 7328, Civil Statutes, cutlining the
proceeding to Tollow in tax suits, provides that ir
any land so sold and purobased by the 3tate is not
rodeonsd within the time prescribed by lew, tne
shariff %shali sell the same at publio cutoery to
the highewt bidder for omasn a% the principal entrance
to the courthouse In the county wharein the land liapt
after due notiocs, It is provided that tho sherif?
shall send tie amouant reocelved frox such sals to ths
3tate Troasurer after dednatiisz the amount of the
county taxes, lnterest and pepnalty of the county tax
whicid he ahall pay to the onuniy traasurer.

"Freosented difforantly, the juestion is whather
the county tax collsotor and ocomptroller, prior to
any sals by ths sneriff, can walve the sals and accept
the taxes, pennltios and intersat.

"In tiae case of Losgue ve, “tata, 57 5. V. 34,
Jap, Gbe, affirned 22 3, <. 479, land had boen sold
ror texes for 1284 and bid iz by the itate, Thereartsr,
the itate brousht suit agalinat another clalsmant Tor
suol 1884 taxes, us vwell as othors thersafter aszessed
againat the land., “egovery wes allowad, 1t belns held
that the tote {a 7o Zoirns walved its risnts acquirad
uncer tha sale,
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*Ia s3tate ve. “utlay, 273 Pac, 206, tha Cuprace
Sourt of New texioo held timt so lons as rizhts of
othar parties did not intervone it was within the
power of thne sounty troasurer, as the ageat of the
stata, %o perzit redemption, althouzh the period
allowed =8 e astter of ripght had expired,

*In Sehreiber vs, Moynihan, 47 A, 851, the
Caprems Cour® of Fennsylvania held that a purchase
at a tax sale by the oounty was abandoned by it
where the lond was not thereafter ahkarged by the
commissioners with oounty and road taxea, as provided
by its law, but was assesased as befors and s0ld for
" tha taxss so aasenged.

*In iigman vs. Landy, 6 ip, 245, hy the lunreme
Sourt of Missisalppl, an ifot of 1875 providing that
the State would abandoa all olaims undoer its pree-existe
ing tax titles if the owners would pay the taxes for
13743 and in default of payment provislion baing nade
for a resale of said lands, it was held that where the
Ctate bad bought lands for taxes in 1867, and again
bouzht the same land in 1875 for the 1874 taxes, 1t
abandoned, by the act of purchase in 1875, all olaim
to the land under its purchase of 1867,

"In 61 C. J. 1253, 1t 18 s8aid that redexsption
oay he allowed, although the time hes explred, on
squitable grounds, as wherse tha 3tate, oity or county
oconsents to the redamption mnd ‘accepts the money with
that undar:hanﬁing.

‘"The atatucas rslatlng to the collection of
dalinquent taxes, foreoclosure upon and salse of lande
thersfor are intended to obtailn colleotlion of the
taxes, 2ot for the 3tate Lo odbtain a profit upon ree
sale, ‘Tha law favora vredemptlion. lack on Teax Titlos
(22 “da), pare 348,

Tpon the authority ol ssiid onlinlon Just reforred
to, you are aavised thaet the tex cplleotin;; authoritios may
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acogpt ths ameunt of taxes, latersst, penalties and costa
of aulit, and that upon the issuanoe of propsr redeaption
recasipts therefor fthe title will atand in the owner the
saze as i1 sald sult had never been instituted.
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